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E AT 2006 —2008 FAETLH & VTS & FHEAR TR HEAT W0 12 3R A 5L 2 55 29 B 95 Fi, Hop R AE 19
FLOBEERL 3 FhLAMEE 27 B 7S A, HRFEFH A 50 MLKEW R 36 FLE BB AN O M. @Y.
Fe B T AT DR BR DR A 25 AR IR T 0 ok e PP LR 01 2 B R T B R 4 R R K B Sl LA RE T B AR e K £
A, FH A 2 B AR 2 B B A 56 26 W, N B [ (Rimsulfuron, n-{[ (4, 6-dimethoxy-2-pyrimidinyl) amino | carbonyl }-3-
CethylsulfonyD)-2-pyridinesulfonamide) 0. 045~0. 030 kg ai/hm® 5 B[ Chlorsulfuron, 1-2-chlorophenylsulfonyl-
3-(4-methoxy-1,3,5-triazin-2-yDurea] 0. 020 0~0. 022 8 kg ai/hm’ Y&l Bk Ze 76 W W 48 B L 26 )5 61 A1 115 d, %)
TR B B Bk 65. 4% ~94. 8% . S LM% itk i (Halosulfuron-methyl, methyl 5-{[ (4,6-dimethoxy-2-pyrimidi-
nyl) amino]carbonylaminosulfonyl}-3-chloro-1-methyl-1 H-pyrazole-4-carboxylate) 0. 037 5~0. 052 5 kg ai/hm® 5},
W P 0. 045~0. 030 kg ai/hm’ Y& ECAK LM AR BN T L 25 )5 49 F01 103 d, X 2 4F A2 R A2 15 | —4F A LR B 3%
N 69.4%~71.2% ., IEREFE 0. 06 kg ai/hm? (ML FE 0. 067 5 kg ai/hm® K B [0. 022 8 kg ai/hm® X B AL
1A (14 ¥ 5 26 AL (O i+ Salam) 2 K T8 56 Wi L0, AR B 9 0. 18 kg ai/hm® 245 2~4 JH % i I 26 B A ) L 5% i
HEZ T 36 JHA MK .
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C BEEIRE SR RER G0 m R R AP A R HoBRRAZ B T EAY Y B T R R R 5K (Cynodon
dactylon X C. transvaalensis) ¥, PT 5C V2 F 5% K B0 BE 2% 5Bl B 0 B g2 48 20070, X 1 12 46 R (Paspalum
vaginatum) B IEFREBF5T 80 Johnson F1 Duncan™ §F 58 T 4 A 5 48 B FP X 7 i IS % 2 590 1 i 42
WY AT 2 F IR R AN MON12000 AT RU7E I 356 42 B CA A AP107, *P1289607 L HI257 il * K-77) 4 1 i Bk
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TR BEPLI 1 m® 2% 10 50, TF 28 FE% B2 10 8RN & A R R B 6 3 L 20 8 OBt JE 5[] P 8] A 2% e RH X s
TR e L I e A B . AR

B2 P (Vo) = CREFP 2% 55 SR B/ I A 2 55 BBk 10 X100

Z BB A V0) = CHEFP 2% B B B8/ B 80 <100

e BB A6 B (0) = (CREF 2% A 2 25 T B X< 100
A REAFRT fog BE = J iy /R B 5
B FEAR A = AR v B X 36
e 2 A AR FE () = CREFp 2 A 348 / B A B AR 348D X 100
L 2% R A (00) = CHEFh 4 B 34 i R / B 4 AR # B 2%6) X< 100

1.2 ¥ELFENFHRERAR
12,0 BEC2500 oA o B s Ak e | e Ik e it I TR 8 it 9, 22 |y B s R b R B b e o 4R L
1.2.2 AWmigit HHEEEHE D ZME G50 o0 R 0. 03,0, 06,0. 18 kg ai/hm’, B fiff [
0.02 kg ai/hm® + N EEEEFE 0. 045 kg ai/hm? , e % 0. 022 8 kg ai/hm? HH M5 % 0. 03 kg ai/hm? 5 > 4b 3 K
TCAEFE Rt B, NI R 1.5 mX 2.0 m=3.0 m* , H & 4 K, FEHL X HHEF .

5 1] Vg U A TR P R AR 2 B WA - B S B [ 0. 067 5 kg ai/hm? , UBEEE [ 0. 052 5 kg ai/hm?, Sk
WA [ 0. 037 5 kg ai/hm® + AW % 0. 045 kg ai/hm? , 2 ML B 6 & 0. 045 kg ai/hm® + B 8% i & 0. 037 5
kg ai/hm? , S0 BE G 4 0. 052 5 kg ai/hm® + S 0. 03 kg ai/hm® 5 /> 4b B & JC 40 B A X6 B8 . /)N X TR FH
1.5mX2.0 m=3.0 m*, XL 4 K.FEVLIXHHED] .

1.2.3  SChfiMEod I AE 4 v Bk et b S RV IE  pH (R 5. 6~6. 1, RIENE ) th &, BEEE S A
NHF AP Salam, FEHIEFE LMD 2R E S 058 % T 2007 48 10 A 26 H(Z =) LK 4 5
BRI 1 B SV SO R I R R R 5] s R X S0 R H 5.5 LB R 6 P LRL b, BB 6500 s HE,
FERIARAR BR80T 2007 48 11 7 7 H (W) B $EAE 1% 3K 3 5 3KIE B 2RO 180 m LA 48 AF A2 o (i
KFEH 35 cv. citathon #3) & —4FA4 K (Poa annua) g & H I 6% K L, AL 6.5 1L . A T IR G
BT RN B, BERE 70 %6 BUPE IR AL F 25 Vo kAR . 2 AU BB hm® 2536 1 200 L, SWOS-08 F- 45 1 47 15 55
Mg WEZGET R 1~2 0 BER 3 P, W R IRAE 1T IR —2 HWIiERE RS,

1.2.4 2y 2iFifE LA 2505 2.4 A6 J& H 45 AL 3 B FE A 520, 265 2 4F 3 0 W45 A B X B
RFF IR, X BEPELE R AR fED ™ 0= BT 100 ~ 1500 = FLPP il B R 2k &, B B 8 3 R I 32 481
16 0 ~30 00 =B FFEN Jrp B 2 B 43 R K AP BB I v AR A2 5 31 00 ~ 45 00 = BERENF R E R Ak ROK L R EE
PP B v A I A2 A 46 00 ~ 60 00 = REPRIT PR A R OK P R PR B B T 2 48 D ROE T =610 =
Tl R E R Z B PEIET 5100 %0 = FEPP AT . BL IR 50 Ak 55 50 MR 22 50 AR HIR I Xof 0 19 4 4 1k WL 2%
£ B X B LTS - R 2 5 om P B B T 2K 5 PR

X BB R R A R 2 A R A RIS T 25 49,61 K 115 d, R R AR 2 i3 T 25 )5 37,49 K
103 d, A8 X AR B AR B R0 e Ja 1 3 i A X R R fg B ER A EE k. XA A S5 R Duncan’s R #ETT 22 5 W 1
W
2 HRE55W
2.1 HBEEMRIFRINERLE
2.1.1 &0 S AHMEIRER R PR REAP 28 A KA R A B R Nk i AR M A& 45 R L W], &1 & FHE IR
M2 AT 29 FL 95 FpU2 O ORAE}E 19 B YR RER 3 B nb R 27 B 73 B, I KA 50 Bl B & 1
36 Fl . KEEH R 9 Fh . X RLIEAE E A E B D (Digitaria sanguinalis) Wi & B R 3 H FA) —6 A
1,8 A TR —9 A, 4 /i % (Eleusine indica) Wi K Wiy 4 4 A —6 Avf).8 A THa—9 J A,
2006 4 I HEIP ) A REFP IS 5 R I 2% Bl A Ll bR ) AR S IR R R LR . A BRI A 2 B g L B I
A | BT AE AR ) R B R R R R N BT R AR AN PR B A I I Y 2% B AP S I KA 32 (Hydrocotyle
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sibthorpioides) F1ZE i (Centella asiatica) \—4FHE WK KW T (Cyperus rotundus) 5 , iX $e 8 B AR 1 BB
Hi X SR R I L bR R AR AR D (R D)
2.1.2 &V S AHMEIRER R FE R R FAROL 2007 4 11 J] 7 H X BRI 5 7 % R A R B, P rp R R 22 2
M—AE R RBOR AN, MR A S H . a0 TR Sl E e D CE R B R RS, 31
Pz s B i 4% 5 1 961 Bk /m” , RAESIE >30 0 A/ € SRR S0 E PR, —FE LB,
8 fiy AN K 0 5 B 26 > 20 0 A 38 L AR A ) R L A 0 B /N TR LT L Dl T R R gl s R A >
2.50MAEMBER A CH B . S0 TE, T, ZMXEFHL EREERFENHENMER . O
¥ EH B S 0E TR, KRR EEEE R ER AR O/ E BT EEN GR 28 D,
2.1.3 SIE S FERIBEIEA R AR AR RN A0SR M LR EMEEES 1 ENEYE S
FHEIR AR A BE AP 2RAT LA AR S R IR 0 . I JH B B 500 i o ) i g b L 8 T R RIS . 2007 48 11 1 7 H A&
FWT L R R 27 B N BORF vy 3 ) — 4R AR LR A R B SR 2 BAE R 50 R R R R DM R A3 B H
L T8 1 SR AT 45t 5 Bk = R 2 LA /N T B S S B A S A AR A R i 28 RERE T . 5 2006 4 11 ] H L
B L ORTT B 2% 0 i 728 b 42 52 B PTG B R B0 B S e 4 K . BRI BT S s o AR KRR BTG
BERT N A2 B EA A KR ZE Y . 2007 4E4 — 2008 4E 45 . 1% BRI 78 38 43 R L K 5 IX
Jiti T B o T T AR R R o I R R R R 43 R W it T B B A ) PR R K — AR AR T R G
il . 2008 4 5 J . xf 43k 18 A IRIE M K 7T I £ 45 3R B B E it R = 50 Hi L R 22 BT R BAOR AR R gy
B, N HFEETRRES BRI 2% FORD S (R K R IX RO DL 95 B R RS 42 B, % B Mt 1 691 Rk /m® R
W 30 Jc i 126 Ak /m® . FEPPIXIBZ8 AN N 31 BN RES] 19 Fp (R 1 Hh™ x 7)), MR RBORBEE GG IR K
(035 BiF 7 B B 2 B RS2 VIR T 0 s 0 3 A U SE AR L P R AR e Horp M VRS2 IRE RO
il B B U I AR 2% B, A I o R RIS I R AR K AR A ER B . BT UL L BE A AR b R B B BR A A RR
R, B B 2R e R O i 0
2.2 FERERIFINFHRBAAL
2.2.1 WHNGEEB AR E SRR IR R X AR EA 24 B AR R BOR R N
B A R/D R B R U R FHZUR0 I A R R 25 R R R A R B A I AR (31 00) R
FH(3390) AR (24 %) N KE(T V) —4EE (2.500) B E R (1.5 00 R R (1 %),

52505 49 d A 45 A BEXF R BLRT R 60. 2 %6 ~75. 8% , LIRS A % 0. 18 kg ai/hm” . 245 61 d, Uik
[% 0.06,0. 18 kg ai/hm* M Bfif[% 0. 02 kg ai/hm” + P B fiff [ 0. 045 kg ai/hm” X A 5B 2% 43 5l ik 79. 5%,
86. 2% 1 82.4% . ZyJ5 115 d P4, LA b 3 ANAL XS AR B 1 Bl 8053 00 T B3I 66. 706,77, 90 62. 4%, H %
JREJEZ G 61 d B, i oK 58 4 AJE, R IZ B T — AR AR WL BOR AP IR AR G 0 IR X R % i B T3 3 272 Bk /m”
1M 2008 4F 1 H A A K E5 , 35000 J0 Ak 2 B DX i %% 8 A 08 55 I B 7 B K — AR A RRBVR IR AL I £ . R 45 b3
Xof AR 2GR I 24 60 dL S 2Rk 1R R R (3% 3D,

NHRZG G 49 d A, 4% 4b B A B G R B R 42, 3% ~86. 1 %% 5 LT s Gtk [+ g Tk I R D 0 AR IR A
2y )5 61 d A4 B IV I 1 (5 A5 B AR e o L AT DR v R A A R A TR SR G 8 92260 D) . R 2008
AR 1 R A B K {80 BE X EB 43 A BB R E L 25 IS 115 d VR A B AR T e - Ak AR T D DX % ) I Y B AT
RO (F D,

R 25 I I [ 0. 06 kg ai/hm’® XFRFEPFAL 7320 LA I, 258 s e 9 61 d. BRUBE s & 0. 045~0. 030
kg ai/hm” 5 f# & 0. 020 0~0. 022 8 kg ai/hm* & I Xf & i BB AL 100 %, 253 115 d DL b, 78RR 20 32
TRASTR} 2 Bk Hfy 1) TR A 2% B DX AT A s ik A 5 Wk e TS T o 2 o
2.2.2 XBEEEIAERNEZN 25 A R 0L U £ 0. 03 kg ai/hm® X1 I 48 B R HE 1) A4 K
WA, 2i)5 2 J8 B A RS RE 0. 06 kg ai/hm” XHEEAE B (AN salam) BEPPHL T 254 996 & 7 %0 W A WL 5g
Wi, 6 JE G 2% . MR [ 0. 18 kg ai/hm® Xof 1 JF 48 L5 0 6350 S0 b T 2547 1600 [ 130 i B 52, 24 f5 6 )]
R 800, 245 36 JEITH G . WRMmE R 5 MRt [ TR TEC 1 2 > A B DR B % 0. 03 kg ai/hm’ X € 48 B R B 4R K
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BEATCRE W) o TN A B 0. 045 kg ai/hm® 24 )5 2 J& X g 6 2 B B A5 AR W02 o 5 AT DAL o TR i T 2 R o
PER L FHEAEH# L 0. 06 kg ai/hm’ (£ 5),
1 &@PESHERBEEMEX EKBEREFTEH(2006—2008 £5T7 3% )
Table 1 Weeds, growth habit of stems and life cycle in Kingswan Countryside Club (Maoshan, Jiangsu 2006 —2008)
B L/ L S AERR i e R il 8 30
Family Special name Growth habit of stems Seedling stage Florescence Fruitage Withering stage
FHHFEIR Alopecurus aequalis A 9 4—5 5—6 6
XL Arthrazxon hispidus HCR 4—5 8—10 9—11 11
B Beckmannia sysigachne A 9— 5—8 6—8 8
i A HR Cynodon dactylon CR 4— 5—38 6—10 11
* B D, sanguinalis HCR 3—6,8—9 6—9 7—10 11
TR Echinochloa colonum A 4— 7—11 10—11 12
# Echinochloa crusgali var. hispidula A 4 7—9 10—11 12
* F M8 E. indica A 4—6,8—9 6—9 7—10 11
ARAF} Gramineae i JE ¥ Eragrostis pilosa A 4— 8§—11 10—11 12
B1% Imperata cylindrica var. major E 4— 5—8 6—9 11
* B L. perenne A 9 4—5 5—6 6
WAL P. distichum CR 4 5—17 6—38 11
P ¥ Phragmites communis E 3 5—10 7—10 11
x HIE P. annua A 8—11 3—5 4—5 6
Bk ¥ Polypogon fugax E 9—10 4—5 5—6 7
REWE Roegneria kamoji A 9—10 4—6 5—7 6—7
¥ Sclerochloa kengiana A 9—10 4—5 5—6 7
SR Setaria glauca A 4—9 5—10 6—10 11
¥ R Setaria viridis A 4—9 5—10 6—10 11
BRI Cyperus iria A 1—5 6—9 7—10 11
VIRl Cyperaceae *x FMF C. rotundus E 3—4 5—10 5—10 11
% KIS K yllinga brevi folia E 4 5—8 6—10 11
B Polygonum aviculare P 3—4 5—9 6—10 10—11
B Polygonum barbatum E 4 7—10 7—10 11
B} Polygonaceae MEiEE Polygonum caespitosum E 4 7—10 7—10 11
WM 8 Polygonum lapathi foliun E 4 6—8 7—10 1
* WA Rumex dentatus E 8§—9 4—5 6 6
E 1 Rumex japonicus E 9—4 4—5 5—6 7
* 25 E T Alternanthera philoxeroides CR 4—5 6—9 — 11
3L % Amaranthus ascendens E 4—8 6—8 8—10 10
3} Amaranthaceac R Amaranthus retro flexus E 1—8 6—8 8—10 10
W9 Amaranthus spinosus E 4 7—8 8—10 11
4 R Amaranthus viridis E 4 6—8 8—10 11
H 4 Celosia argentea E 4 7—38 8—10 11
35 5 Bl Portulaceae D5 Portulaca oleracea P 4—10 6—10 7—10 10—11
3B Chenopodiaceae 3E Chenopodium album E 3—10 6—9 9—10 10—11
x FH. Cerastium arvense P 9—10 4 5 6
LR Caryophyllaceae 458 Malachium aquaticum p 9 4—5 5—6 6
K Stellaria alsine P 9 4—6 6—7 6—7
B2k Stellaria media P 9—10 2—4 5—6 6
EH Bl Ranunculaceae B E Ranunculus japonicus P 8—9 4—5 5—6 7
W Bl Rosaceae {MENZEBE3E Potentilla supina HP 9—10 4—5 5—6 6
iRl Plantaginaceae %R Plantago asiatica R 10,4 4—17 5—38 11
H 2 Al Aeschynomene indica E 4—5 7—9 8—10 10—11
TR} Leguminosae KR B Kummerowia stipulacea P 4—5 8§—9 10—11 10—11
INEFTE Medicago minima p 9 4—6 5—6 6
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43¢ 1 Continued

F LULIEA A KA i T e il 2 10
Family Special name Growth habit of stems Seedling stage Florescence Fruitage Withering stage
% [ =M Trifolium repens CR 9,4 10,5 6 12—1
H. A} Leguminosae INELZE Vicia hirsuta P 9—10 3—4 5—6 6
KEH V. sativa CL 9 4—5 5—6 6
fif: 3% B Bl Oxalidacea * i E Oxalis corniculata R 4 4—7 5—38 11
P4 )L Bl Geraniaceae * WY B8 Geranium carolinianum HR 8§—10 4—75 6—7 7
R SE Acalypha australis E 4—28 7—10 §—11 10—11
PR Euphorbia helioscopia P 9—10 4—5 6—7 6—7
K#Fl Euphorbiaceae K Euphorbia hirta P/CR 5 8§—10 8—10 10—11
* W4 Euphorbia humi fusa CR 4—8 8—10 8—10 10—11
KEHER E. supina CR 14— 7—10 7—10 10—11
B &AL Acanthaceae B JK Rostellularia procumbens E 4—8 8—10 9—11 10—11
258 Malvaceae Bk Abutilon theophrasti E 4 7—38 9—10 10—11
FEHi Bl Sterculiaceae LFAF Melochia corchori folia E 6 8§—9 10—11 11
P E N Daucus carota HR 9—10 6 6—7 7
AL FE Umbelliferae * RW2E H. sibthorpioides CR 9.4 5 — 12—1
« HE C. asiatica CR 9,4 3—5 5—6 12—1
WEERL Asclepiadaceae W Metaplexis japonica CL 4—9 5—6 7—38 11
B Lamium amplexicaule E 9—10 3—5 5—6 6
JEH B} Labiatae PP i faf Mentha haplocalyx E 8—9 5—6 6—8 8—10
KB Salvia plebeia E 8 5 7T—17 7
3 Capsella bursapastoris HR 9—10 4—5 5—6 5
+F# B Cruciferae WK FE Cardamine hirsuta HR 9—10 2—4 3—5 6
BRI Coronopus didymus CR 9—10 4—5 5—6 6
#iFl Solanaceae 3% Solanum nigrum E 4 4—7 9—10 11
Tk Physalis angulata E 4 5—11 5—11 11
% %K} Scrophulariaceae 8 R Mazus japonicus E 9,3—4 4—5 4—10 6,10
* W Hr B BE YN Veronica persica P 8 3—4 4—5 5—6
75 5 R Rubiaceae R Galium aparine var. tenerum CL 8 4—6 4—6 6
GrBAEHTE Hed yotis corymbosa CL 4 5—6 6—10 11
FE#ERL Campanulaceae 2 E Lobelia chinensis CR 4 5—6 5—10 11
K Ambrosia artemisii folia E 3—38 7—38 8§—10 10—11
S Artemisia mongolica E 3—4 8—9 9—10 11
=55 Bidens pilosa E 4 8§—11 8§—11 11
KHE Carduus crispus E 9—10 5—7 8§—10 11
JNE Cephalanoplos segetum E 9—10 41—6 6—7 11
113 Centipeda minima P 3 7—11 7—11 10—11
%%} Compositae * /N3 Conyza canadensis HR 9—10 5—8 9—10 9—10
fig Eclipta prostrata HCR 4—5 6—9 7—10 10—11
* —4E% Erigeron annuus HR 8—10 5—8 9—10 9—10
W3S Erigeron lini folius HR 9—10 5—7 6—38 9—10
% U5 Gnaphalium a f fine P 9 1—6 1—6 6
Je 3% Hemistepta lyrata E 9 5—38 5—38 7—38
€ At Inula japonica E 4 6—10 9—11 11
2% Kalimeris indica E 9.4 3—10 3—10 6,10
W E 3R Sonchus oleraceus E 9.4 3—10 3—10 6,10
& H Xanthium sibiricum E 3—14 8§—9 9—11 11
e ¥ 5B} Commelinaceae WS B 50 Commelina communis P 3 6—10 6—10 10—11
Jig 4£F} Convolvulaceae I WAL Calystegia hederacea CL 4 5—10 6—10 11
K 2P Araceae BN Acorus calamus E 4 5—17 7—10 11

F B A 43 The number in the table represent month; * 24 2008 4F 5 H 4 (1 ¢ # #1288 The weeds found in May 2008; A: 4 Ascendin;

CL:%i %% Climb; CR:#)% Creeping; E: H 7 Erect; HCr: 28 % Half creeping; R: 3% Rosette; P4} A& Prostrate.
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R2 EVESHNERMEEREMSREREFRRL(2007 £ 11 BIHF L)
Table 2 Status on damage of weeds in turf of Kingswan Countryside Club (Maoshan, Jiangsu Nov. 2007)

A W 3 i EAL AH X = A
Weeds species Density Frequency Cover Rate between species and Relative height Importance value
(#f Plant/m?) %) %) total species (%) %)

MR S. viridis 276 10 60. 00 14. 32 17.15 56.976
M3 1. cylindrica 232 10 55.00 9.72 4.57 16. 701
BH X. sibiricum 3 10 9. 00 0.18 13. 14 7.858
Wy E. prostrata 14 30 20. 00 0.83 2. 86 3.801
i A, mongolica 17 10 16. 00 1.01 2.69 2. 860
ST E A, philoxeroides 97 30 80. 00 1.76 0.49 2.605
L8 E. indica 292 10 20.00 12.27 1. 85 2.458
/NK3E C. canadensis 180 50 35.00 8. 64 0.91 2.116
W R V. persica 66 10 20. 00 3.90 1.54 2. 046
JeHzE H. lyrata 7 10 8. 00 0.41 2.14 1. 138
BRI G, carolinianum 88 30 6. 00 4.70 1. 00 0. 339
e A6 1. japonica 192 20 9. 00 10. 30 0.54 0.323
—4E¥% E. annuus 7 30 3.00 0.41 0.77 0.153
KU A, retroflexus 19 20 1.00 1.12 1.48 0.098
WK H C. iria 37 30 0.50 2.19 2.74 0.091
W7 C. rotundus 34 10 1. 00 2.07 1.14 0.076
D ¥AF M. corchorifolia 2 10 0. 20 0.12 4. 86 0.065
R P, annua 8 30 0.50 0. 47 1.18 0.039
B D. sanguinalis 22 30 0. 50 1. 30 1. 14 0.038
W P, distichum 44 10 0.50 2. 60 1.00 0.033
WP E E. linifolius 2 10 0. 40 0.12 1.03 0.027
FHHLE S, plebeia 4 10 0.50 0. 24 0.63 0.021
E& P. barbatum 4 10 0.10 0.24 2.71 0.018
AR H. corymbosa 10 10 0. 20 0.59 1.23 0.016
M E. crusgali 8 20 0. 10 0.47 2.02 0.013
KEZE V. sativa 4 10 0.05 0.24 2.71 0. 009
INBFE V. hirsuta 14 20 0.05 0. 83 2.20 0. 007
BEHLER E. supina 2 10 0.50 0.12 0.14 0.005
MM G. affine 2 10 0.05 0.12 1.29 0. 004
WEE M. japonica 1 10 0.02 0.06 2.86 0. 004
INE C. segetum 3 20 0.02 0.18 1.43 0.002
Bt Total 81. 44 100

2.2.3 EHlEEABREIERRAR R RE 5T a8 X e 7T DL 2 AR AR R AE RE A — AR AR R BOR o 48 X3, X
A /0 K5 ] P N TR R — AR R S T N CAR R . T2 i I AR AR B R R R N A% i e L 01 Ay v i
BA1%5 RFR 439 —4EA BLEOR 16 %, #E24)5 37 d 8, & AT R BB R R 19. 3% ~47. 4%, 25 49
o B I R R i P A 5 b BXT 25 1 B 8 B AR v T BRBE B B 0. 052 5 kg ai/hm® Oy 72, 306 ; G R
fi#i B 0. 037 5 kg ai/hm” + B BEf# & 0. 045 kg ai/hm® K 73. 6 % ; S ML MEf# [ 0. 045 kg ai/hm® + BT [4£0. 037 5
kg ai/hm® 2 81. 4%, 245 103 d W, £5 b 3 7R B 1 ok B 80 ik 7 B 85050 501 Ry < AR g £ 0. 052 5 kg ai/hm”
86. 8 %0 1 70. 3% s ML MEfH % 0. 037 5 kg ai/hm® + UM fi [ 0. 045 kg ai/hm® Ky 87. 5% FI76. 2 V0 ; 52 Mk 16 ik [
0.045 kg ai/hm’ + B i % 0. 037 5 kg ai/hm® 2 88. 6 % Fl 81. 6 % ; S Mk M fifh f#& 0. 052 kg ai/hm? + 0 W5 i [
0.04 kg ai/hm® Jy 82. 4% M 79.5% (£ 6) .
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2% 3% 2%

1%

57%: %0 & B S. viridis; 2%: 4 B 8 E. indica;3%:% 0 3E T B A. philoxeroides ;2%:/) & 3% C. canadensis;
4%t F7 E prostrata; 1% 8 % 32 H. lyrata;8%: % B X. sibiricum;2%: 7% i & E YN V. persica;
3%:% & & A. mogolica;17%:H F 1. cylindrica; 1% Ath Rest

1 & EsREFBEFXEEEZMFILE (2007 £11 A)

Fig. 1 Comparison of the importance value of weeds in Kingswan Countryside Club (Nov. 2007)

R3 PEHEEREEENETEANBSRERETRREMBIRIMR(2007—2008 TH&0E S FHEKER)
Table 3 Grasses control by fall application with rimsulfuron and chlorsulfuron in P. vaginatum

(Kingswan Countryside Club, Jiangsu 2007 —2008)

Jib PR 49 DAA 61 DAA 115 DAA SE-Hy B sk
Treatment e Hewk e 54 Average control
(kg ai/hm?) Plant control (%) Plant control (%) Plant control (%) Weight control (%) %
B R 0. 03 69. 3 69.1 ¢ 51.7 d 61.4d 62.9
M ms figg [ R 0. 06 71.5 79.5 ab 66.7 b 75.2 b 73.2
PSR P R 0.18 75.8 86.2 a 77.9a 81.7 a 80. 4
WRAEE C 0. 02+ N mE i B R 0. 045 67.3 82.4 a 62.4 be 69.5 be 70.4
BERERE C 0.022 8+HNMEREE R 0.03 60. 2 72.2 b 61.5 ¢ 67.6 ¢ 65. 4
CK (2 258.8) (3127.5) (1231.7) (76.9) (1673.7)

DAA: #jj5 K%L Days after application; R: Rimsulfuron; C: Chlorsulfuron; 2007 4% 10 H 26 H W Treated on Oct. 26, 2007; Z%FFhE N 4R
M Sk B N —4E 4R LR The most weeds were L. perenne and P. annua; 155 P30 F 22 B #k ok # (g/m?) The number in brackets in the table is
weed plant or weight (g/m?); #2HFEHE 78 5% K V25 A 8% Number followed by same letters are not significantly within column according
to LSD test P=0. 05.

x4 PEBEERBEHEENFEAMNGEEMREITREAMNENRRIR(2007—2008 SITHEDHT S FHERE)
Table 4 Broadleaved weeds control by fall application with rimsulfuron and chlorsulfuron in P. vaginatum

(Kingswan Countryside Club, Jiangsu 2007 —2008)

Lib 7 49 DAA 61 DAA 115 DAA S 1 B 5
Treatment R BT 3L R BT 3% PR BT AL fi ¥ B A% Average control
(kg ai/hm?) Plant control (%) Plant control (%) Plant control (%) Weight control (%) %
W % R 0. 03 42.3 56.9 d 55.7d 39.4 d 48. 6
A % R 0. 06 72.2 74.3 ¢ 62.4 ¢ 55.3 ¢ 66. 1
U RE R 0. 18 60.9 81.7 b 86.6 b 60.5 b 72. 4
R RE C 0. 02+ ME i % R 0. 045 85.7 93.4 a 100 a 100 a 94. 8
R C 0,022 8+ B RERE R 0.03 86. 1 92.5 a 100 a 100 a 94.7
CK (52.3) (52. 8) (18.3) (19.2) (36.7)

DAA: #jJ5 K%k Days after application; R:Rimsulfuron; C;Chlorsulfuron; 2007 4F 10 A 26 H W ] Treated on Oct. 26,2007 ; M35 L /N K 3% &
—4E3% A F Broadleaved weeds mainly were C. canadensis and E. annuus; 355 5T R 28 38 F (g/m?) The number in brackets in the table is

weed plant or weight (g/m?); [AI#REFE A, 78 5% K22 %A 3 Number followed by same letters are not significantly within column according

to LSD test P=0.05.



518 B 3 AL 237 2009 4F 221

£S5 PREERGHEEXEREER (R salam) BIF £ KR (2007—2008 FiTH & E S FHEREH)

Table 5 Injuring rate to P. vaginatum cv. salam caused by rimsulfuron and

chlorsulfuron (Kingswan Countryside Club, Jiangsu 2007 —2008) %
Jb P Treatment (kg ai/hm?) 2WAA 4WAA B6WAA 36WAA #1: Note
A R 0. 03 3 4 4 4 5 %f B B X BB TE M No injuring to turf
PSR FE R 0. 06 9 7 4 4 25 2~4 JE R IETE Mot T 25H W WA L 6 JE W 2k Visible injuring
to turf at 2~4 WAA, recovered at 6 WAA
PAmERERE R 0.18 16 13 8 4 25 2~4 JE RUPPIETE K N 25 A S L 6 JE U L 36 R K Vis-
ible injuring to turf at 2~4 WAA , reduced 6 WAA , recovered at 36 WAA
BEREFE C 0. 02+ PR B B R 0. 045 7 5 4 4 ZiJ5 2 JR RIS B R 25 A ARG A L 4 A 2% Visible tiny inju-
EREE C 0. 0228+ mET#E R 0.03 4 4 4 4 ring to turf at 2 WAA, recovered at 4 WAA
CK 3 4 4 4 BHE B A2 B H R FEIFAERKORILA R Bad establishment turf

suffering heavy snowing in winter

WAA: 245)5 J8# Weeks after application; R: Rimsulfuron; C: Chlorsulfuron; 2007 4 10 J 26 H W il Treated on Oct. 26,2007 ; % H 5 by X} ifF

TEAE L 25 2% 5] The number in table is the injuring rate (%) to P. wvaginatum.

R6 SMEBEERFNEBEEXNBRERPFRENE(2007—2008 [T £ E S HEFRE)

Table 6 Grasses control by fall application with halosulfuron and rimsulfuron in P. vaginatum

(Kingswan Countryside Club, Jiangsu 2007 —2008) %
37 DAA 19 DAA 103 DAA
5 — — — —— B
. o R BT 3% TS BRI AL i T By AL
Treatment (kg ai/hm?) Average control
Plant control Plant control Plant control Weight control

S mE g H 0. 067 5 19.3 27.4 38.5b 46.3 ¢ 32.9
B s B % R 0. 052 5 38.2 72.3 86.8 a 70.3 b 66.9
S MRS e H 0. 037 5+ (Ui % R 0. 045 47.4 73.6 87.5 a 76.2 ab 71.2
S mEfE H 0. 045 +MER [ R 0. 037 5 43.7 81.4 88.6 a 81.6 a 73.8
S mE R e H 0. 052 5 M MERE % R 0.03 37.5 78.3 82.4 a 79.5 a 69. 4
CK (636.8) (1 480.5) (1203.0) (86.3) (851.7)

DAA: 25 )5 K Days after application; H: Halosulfuron; R: Rimsulfuron; 2007 4£ 11 H 7 H W/l Treated on Nov. 7,2007 ; 2 Fhs ly L 474 M
F B — A LR The most weeds were L. perenne and P. annua; 155 955 N2 Ak 8 & (g/m?) The number in brackets in the table is weed
plant or weight (g/m?) ; [A]#2FEEAH ] . 78 5% 7K F 2 5 A i # Number followed by same letters are not significantly within column according to LSD

test P=0. 05.

Y5 24 J5 A a0 W €, G s i [ 0. 067 5 kg ai/hm® X ¥ € 48 B (i Fb salam) B B A= K T8 52 W0 . B 85 il [
0.052 5 kg ai/hm?® 8 0. 045 kg ai/hm?® -+ S ML 0. 037 5 kg ai/hm®, 25 )5 2 R X E AL B IL IS A N2 G
800 S 6 Vo YR . A JEL S o AR ik A P )Xo 90 Y 4 A 2 U B 6 00 TR AL DX, 2 I R . AR NI e i
0. 045 kg ai/hm* +BEER# [ 0. 037 5 kg ai/hm® J Z MBS 0. 052 5 kg ai/hm?® + KSR 0. 03 kg ai/hm® X}
Vi S 8 LM R 25 T0 5 e s 0T AT DA 2R AR R O e (BR D)

RIS

TESE 1L B b X P 1 4 V0 & FHAEARER . A 22 55 29 Bl 95 Fh ., i34 . Z2 BE AR A1 B8 DR AR S R IR
28 o) PP AE SRR 00 A2 B R R PR B A RO R 2R B Oy LA RE AR AR Qe RO AR . W KB RERE L S A K
Fe D R R AR R AT . N BR RS 24 SR R AR AL B BRI I A% B RN S BR 3  OR
TN AR . FEASH 3 4R M T SRR A (O A R R A S R B B R A AR REME . X
R TT 28 B bR O R T B IR AR R 2 R e
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KT SMIEEERWEEEXERER (R salam) B & KE R0 (2007 —2008 FiLH &0 £ HEREH)

Table 7 Injuring rate to P. vaginatum cv. salam caused by halosulfuron-methyl

and rimsulfuron(Kingswan Countryside Club, Jiangsu 2007 —2008) %
A ¥ Treatment (kg ai/hm?) 2WAA 4WAA 6WAA 34WAA %1 Note
SN s R H 0. 067 5 5 4 4 4 25)G 2 X REEE A e Sk . 4 JE S T % Visible tiny inju-

ring to turf at 2 WAA, recovered at 4 WAA

WU %R H 0. 052 5 8 6 5 4 )G 2~4 X BEAT B WSS 0, 6 JA KL AR 2k Visible inju-
ring to turf at 2~4 WAA, recovered at 6 WAA

SRR H 0. 037 5+HEEREE R 0. 045 6 5 4 4 )5 2 AN AT R MO I L 4 JE LAY 25 Visible light in-
juring to turf at 2 WAA, recovered at 4 WAA

ST [ H 0. 045+ % R 0. 037 5 5 4 4 4 255 2 JE N B AT A 6% 1 Y I L 4 JE 3 2 Visible tiny inju-

SNk s e H 0. 0525+ fii & R 0. 03 5 4 4 4 ring to turf at 2 WAA, recovered at 4 WAA

CK 4 4 4 4 BRI & 2 HE, FIP A KKK A R Bad establish-

ment turf suffering heavy snowing in winter

WAA: 25)5 % Weeks after application; H: Halosulfuron; R: Rimsulfuron; 2007 4 11 H 7 H W Ji§ Treated on Nov. 07,2007 ; 2t 5% J ) i

VA4S L 25 2% 5] The number in table is the injuring rate (%) to P. wvaginatum.

MR 25 R E . R YIRS FE 0. 18 kg ai/hm® DL I, BB 0. 02 kg ai/hm® DL I, S0 W5 fiff B 0. 045 kg
ai/hm® DL - 5 0005 Gl [ YR I, X6 2% 7 97 3304 R 2k 31 80 %0 A 1o T DA Ko ¥ A2 28 L 110 48 42 25 BB, B 1 [ 0. 06 kg
ai/hm’® DLF VR FE 0. 022 8 kg ai/hm’ LT MM 0. 0675 kg ai/hm” LLF B XSEAE R salum & Fp A
o H IR A, AT BRI T IR 0. 045~0. 03 kg ai/hm® 5B f# [ 0. 02~0. 022 8 kg ai/hm’ I§
FA K T [ 0. 052 kg ai/hm” -+ SRR % 0. 04 kg ai/hm® Xf 2% B 20T LK B 72 %6 LA - o {H 7F B 37 B ] — 4%
A RBOR 23K 1 300~3 000 #k/m* [ fa FROL T, #54% 2 000 #k/m” T3, R B 8%k 95 %0, i HJG & m” 045 R
100 Bk L IX BEFR A7 A D AR L 5 RE AP S8 S AN A BB HL 5 4 DA R RE ) B B R R SE A I AL AR
AT RE = A BT 2 PR R 35 0 DG 2% 5 7 B A HE RE L PRI X B EE R R — A A FRAOR B R R B, W] RS 1
WG 100 do X ERAFE 2 B HEAT AR 2 3 Ak 27 B I » Pl SR AMD R 2 ) % R A 3 L B O B BP0 5w 4 ) o [ 2% 1 38 K T AR
IO PR A 8 2 B L I A 2 0 L P R 05 1) 22 4 R DRI T — 2 X R i o 114 22 4 R o O AT
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Weed species and their chemical control in Paspalum vaginatum cv.
“Salam” at the Kingswan Countryside Club
XUE Guang', SHEN Zheng-gao®, DU Jin-rong', GAO Xiang®
(1. East China Weed Technology Institute, Nanjing 210007, China; 2. Kingswan

Countryside Club, Jintan 213200, China)
Abstract; This study was conducted at the Kingswan Countryside Club between 2006 and 2008 to determine the
weed species, their growth habits and life cycles. The 95 weed species found included 19 grasses, 3 sedges, and
73 broadleaved species from 29 families. Among them, 50 species only germinated in spring, 36 in the fall and
the remainder in both spring and fall. During the first year of course establishment there were remnant traces of
the original weed community present although more mat-forming weeds were present due to the regular cultiva-
tion practices such as mowing. Field trials showed that 65. 4% —94. 8% of grasses and broadleaved weeds were
controlled with fall applications of Shadeout at 0. 045—0. 03 kg ai/ha mixed with chlosulfuron at 0. 02—0. 022 8
kg ai/ha at 61 and 115 DAA; 69.4% —71.2% of Lolium perenne (cv. citathon # 3)and Poa annua were con-
trolled with fall applications of Battalion at 0. 045—0. 052 5 kg ai/ha and Shadeout at 0. 037 5—0. 03 kg ai/ha at
49 plus 103 DAA. There was slight visible injury to Paspalum vaginatum cv. Salam at 2 WAA, of Shadeout at
0. 06 kg ai/ha, Battalion at 0. 067 5 kg ai/ha and chlosulfuron at 0. 022 8 kg ai/ha with recovery at 4 WAA.
There was visible injury to P. waginatum 2—4 WAA of Shadeout at 0. 18 kg ai/ha and recovery was not until
36 WAA.

Key words: golf turf; Paspalum vaginatum ; weeds; chemical control



